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An action generally may be maintained for the conversion of an insurance policy, ! and this rule has been applied to fire insurance 


policies,” as well as life insurance policies.” The contention that the policy is merely evidence of a contract and that the plaintiff's 
right of action, if any, against the insurance company is not affected by the alleged acts of conversion has been rejected on the 


ground that the policy affords the easiest and best way of proving the contract." 


Premiums are not sufficiently identifiable or segregated to give rise to a cause of action for conversion when a claim is denied; 
the insurer does not draw the premiums directly from the specific account of the insured.” However, a conversion action may lie 
in regard to the cash surrender value of an insurance policy. Also, where money is specific and identifiable, such as insurance 


premiums earmarked for remittance to the insured, an action for conversion may be available.’ 
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